~ hearings before the Supreme Court, in the case W ‘ ,
* poferred to this morning, and it is in the decision of the Supreme Court

~ where they took note of the concern of the Bureau of the Budget with-
~ this very problem. s e s

. THE COMPUTER | AND.JI,N?VA:SI@N“{OF,“";i?RIV;&QY% 105 A

1 don’t think the Bureau of the Budget is properly: eamdfor i T

understand they 'ha_ve,,l(),OO()f plus or minus questionnaires ,dqwn;t‘h@m

‘somebody is reviewing. b o e R R e S
 Mr. Kruncer. It is a matter of record, as a matter of fact, n the

hich Mr. Bowman

T Mr. Garraarer. I know you are concerned. The problem is I don’t

know whether thisis where the jurisdiction rightfully belongs—to have |

.

everybody in the Governmer t dump their problem into your lap and

~_hope you will have the personnel to properly review it.

~ (Brief recess.) .
Mr. Ganacmmr. The committee will come to order.

Mr. Rosenthal, being farther down the alphabet, will be heigé ina =
minute. If we could resume, it is your recor mendations, inwhich we |
agree, that the safeguards that yéu,have‘outli;ned here this afternoonbe . T

built into any program that will cOme,foﬁward as a result of the pro-

posal?

Mr. Dunn. Vex%y definitely. - 1 would amend your statement
say safeguards ol i
process of designing such a progranm or system before its recommenda-
tion for implementation, to andertake staff studies which will pin down,
much more precisely the legal safeguards and modifications that might
be desirable and required, and soforth. : SN

My, GArrAGHER. What doyou think of'thife proposail that Ia,dvancgd .

on behalf of the committee this morning, of submitting your proposal

to a further study with regard to the question of privacy and adequate
safegnards? E e Lt e S
" Mr. Duxx. T think this would be a very productive effort; partic-

ularly insofar as the design of the legal protections is concerned and

‘their appropriateness to achieve the objective in law that is desired. 1

would say, however, there are also some issues of information orga-

nization and production of substance here on Wi ich people of this type
would not have a great deal to offer, and might easily misunderstand or

confuse in some Way, and would result in legal recommendations that E

were not effectively addressed to the control that was desired or legal
provisions that inadvertently destroyed some essential technieal char-

acteristic of an operating statistical system. It seems to me both types
haveto work together. : e A

"~ Mr. Garraguer. We would :get some Y'alemen,{ e e T
- Tt has been our suggestion that the refining process or the sifting.

_process should be gone through before it becomes a hard proposal ; that

1t go through a further committee whieh ‘would not necessarily be op-

~ posed to the idea, but which would see that adequate legal requirements
“are built into the system, and that such a second committee of this sort

be allowed to look at it from that standpoint. G e
" Mr. Dux~. Are youasking me to recommend——

Mr. GALLAGHER. No. I said would you agree with such ﬁailmggm—‘
mendation and that1t was necessary ¢ i e W

. Mr. Duxx. I would not want in advance to state that one. spemﬁc 5

~ way of accomplishing this result, or another is grefterable, whether an-
~other review committee oOr through some kind

this type, and to emphasize that we need in the

of stafl procedure or Y



